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CURRENT TOPICS. 


| Mz. Carter Suapwett, whose death we announce this week, 
8 have been almost the oldest surviving member of the bar, 
"having been born in 1798, and called in 1825, during the Chan- 
Sgillorship of Lord Expvon. He constituted an itional link 
th an older professional generation, through having been secre- 
‘ary to his elder brother, Sir Lancetor Saapwett, when Vice- 
Whancellor. By a curious coincidence Mr. Lorrus Torrenniu 
, QC., a younger brother of Vice-Chancellor Sir James 
mam, who was for many years a collesgue of Sir Lancetor 
WELL, is still alive. He is in his eighty-fourth year, was 
allied to the bar in 1828, and is the oldest Queen’s Counsel. Mr. 
es Romrty, whose death we also record, was the brother of 

her well known equity Judge of a somewhat later date. 





| Oenrary merroporitan narxparers, who entertain objections to 
‘Wapenditure out of the poor-rates in connection with the recent 
ubilee celebrations, have endeavoured to avoid payment of their 
ates when summoned before a magistrate to show cause why 
yment of such rates should not be enforced, by impugning the 
mlidity of the rates on the ground of the illegal expenditure of the 

ands so raised, and have sought to summon and examine the rate 
illectors and other parochial officials. These champions of paro- 
lial economy have, however, found themselves to be too late in 
sking their objections to the validity of the rate, for it was 
led in Reg. v. Justices of Kingston-wpon-Thames (6 W. RB. 551, 

| B. & E. 256), that justices of the peace, when called upon to 
alorce a poor-rate by distress, cannot consider any objections to 

@ validity of the rate which might have been raised in the ordi- 
ity way on an appeal. It was also held in Reg. v. Justices of 
ent (16 L. T. N.S. 672) that an order for a distress warrant 

ir non-payment of a poor-rate cannot be ap against on 
founds which would have been open to the ap ton the appeal 
gainst the rate itself. 





» Ayorner caszof contempt of court, consisting of alleged threatening 
Setures and abusive language used by one solicitor to another on 
Saving the room of one of the judges of the High Court, came 
fore Mr. Justice Kexewicn in the case of Jonas vy. Long at the 


ihancery Vacation Sittings on Wednesday. It may be remem- 
ered that the same question came before Mr. Justice Currry about 
weeks ago in Kirly v. Webb, where it was alleged in the 
idavit that the defendant’s solicitor had struck the plaintiff’s 
icitor ‘‘ on leaving the taxing master’s room ;” but the learned 
udge adjourned the motion for committal on the ground that the 
fidavit was too vague, and that the exact place where the assault 
committed ought to have been described. The case was, 
Wwever, afterwards settled by an apology and the payment of 
Sets by the defendant’s solicitor. The question of contempt of 
mrt, so far as regards interference with a solicitor in an action, 
as fully considered in Republic of Costa Rica v. Erlanger (36 
» T. N. 8. 382), where the Court of Appeal (reversing the deci- 
on of Mariws, V.C.) held that the defendants’ solicitor had not 
h guilty of contempt of court in causing the plaintiffs’ solicitor, 
pho bed called for a draft bond which he had left for approval as a 
scurity for costs, to be turned out of his office, after refusing to 
lave when requested to do so. Jxsset, M.R., observed that there 
fas no attempt either to terrorise or to interfere with the adminie- 
tion of justice ; and he added that the jurisdiction to commit in 
th cases ‘‘ being practically arbitrary and unlimited,” ought to 
ost carefully watched ; while Metzen, L.J., ridiculed theidea that 
solicitor who might lore his temper while in conversation 
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tended to a place where horses were slaughtered for the purpose 
of human food. It did not appear that the defendant’s present 
business had been carried on at the same place before the date 
of the passing of the Public Health Act, 1875, or continuously 
since that time; and the magistrate held that, since the sections 
of the Towns Improvement Clauses Act, 1874, which had been incor- 
porated into the Public Health Act, 1875, drew a clear distinc- 
. tion between a knacker’s yard and a slaughterhouse, a licence to 
carry on a knacker’s yard did not include a licence to kill 
horses for human food, and he accordingly imposed a fine. It is 
certainly desirable, as a matter of public policy, that the pre- 
paration and sale of horseflesh for human food should be conducted 
with as much publicity as possible; but notice of appeal has 
been given, and the case will no doubt find its way to the Queen’s 
Bench Division. 





THe question whether the half-pay or full-pay of officers in the 
army and navy is liable to execution or attachment has been raised 
on two occasions during the past legal year. The Army Act, 1881 
(44 & 45 Vict. c. 58), provides by section 141 that “‘ every assign- 
ment of, and every charge on, and every agreement to assign or 
charge, any deferred pay or military reward payable to any officer 
or soldier of | of her Majesty’s forces, or any pension, allowance, 
or relief payable to any such officer or soldier, . or to any 
person in respect of any military service, shall, except as far as the 
same is made in pursuance of a Royal warrant for the benefit of the 
no Pevaeg ge thereto, or as may be authorised by any Act for the 
time being in force, be void.” This section was discussed in Birch 
v. Birch (82 W. R. 96, 8 C. P. D. 163), which was a divorce suit 
in which the respondent had failed to comply with an order for the 
payment of costs and maintenance. The respondent was a retired 

of the Indian Army, and was in receipt of a pension for past 
services. A writ of sequestration was issued against his pension, but 
Sir James Hawnen refused to restrain the respondent and his agents 
from receiving the pension, and to direct payment thereof to the 
sequestrators. He referred to the above-quoted section of the 
Army Act, 1881, and to a corresponding provision in an Indian 
Act (23 of 1871, s. 12), as indicating the intention of the 
Losidabire that such a pension should be placed on the same 
footing as half-pay or an allowance for maintenance to a public 
civil officer. Jweas v. Harris (35 W. RB. 112, 18 Q. B. D. 129) 
was a similar case, since the two defendants were also pensioned 
officers of the Indian Army, their pensions being expressly protected 
from assignment and execution by the Indian enactment to which 
we have already referred. The plaintiff having recovered judg- 
ment, an order had been made in chambers for the appointment of 
a receiver of the defendants’ pensions, which order was upheld by a 
divisional court, but was reversed by the Court of Appeal. Lord 
Esner his concurrence with the decision in Birch v. Birch, 
and laid down that the pensions could not be the subject of an 
order for a receiver, although he declined to express an opinion as 
to what would be the effect upon the pensioner of an 
adjudication of bankruptcy against the defendants. Lord 
Justice Lnmorer said that, although section 141 of the 
Army Act, 1881, did not expressly forbid an execution or 
an attachment, its intention would be defeated by the ap- 
ere of a receiver. In Dent v. Dent (1 P. & D. 366) 
Penzance had granted a writ of sequestration against the 
half-pay of an officer in the Indian Navy for past services; but in 
that case there was no statutory pzohibition of assignment or 
attachment, and the Indian Navy had ceased to exist, so that the 
respondent could not possibly be called on to serve again. Lord 
Justice Lorzs also pointed out that the words ‘‘charge on” ap- 
peared sufficient to extend to the consequences of a judgment. Lucas 
v. Harris thus seems to establish that allowances in consideration of 
futare services cannot be transferred, but that retiring pensions for 
past services may be dealt with in any way, in the absence of some 
statutory restriction. A similar question as to full-pay was raised 
in Apthorpe v. Apthorpe (35 W. R. 728), which was a husband’s 
suit for restitution of conjugal rights. The respondent was a 
of the Royal Navy on full pay and active service. The 

having been dismissed, Mr. Justice Burr had refused to 

order the petitioner’s full-pay to be attached to meet the wife's 
sosts, and this decision was upheld by the Court of Appeal. Lord 


on the assignment of a naval officer’s full-pay, it was as much | 
protected as half-pay, since it was given in order to enable him to 
discharge his present duties, and that a fund which was not assign- 
able could not be attached. Lord Justice Bowen laid down that 
either an assignment or an attachment of such full-pay would be 


equally opposed to public policy. 


2 
5 








THE EFFECT OF A Fp alt AGAINST A JOINT 
CONTRACTOR. 


Tue recent case of Cambefort v. Chapman (35 W. R. 838, 19 
Q. B. D. 229) raised a question which has on several occasions 
given rise to controversy—namely, the effect of a judgment against 
one of two joint contractors in a subsequent action against the 
other. In King v. Hoare (13 M. & W. 494) the Court of 
Exchequer held that the subsisting judgment was a bar to the 
second action, Parke, B., observing that “the judgment of a court 
of record changes the nature of that cause of action, and prevents 
its being the subject of another suit; and the cause of action, bei 
single, cannot afterwards be divided into two.” He also pointed 
out that it was the same cause of action, whether against one per. | 
son or two. This decision was acted upon almost without ques- 
tion for about thirty-five years, notwithstanding a doubt expressed 
by Knight Bruce, V.C., in Zz parte Waterfall (4 De G. & 8. 199); 
but in Kendall v. Hamilton (28 W. R. 97,4 App. Cas. 505) © 
an attempt was made to get it overruled by a decision of the 
House of Lords. The case was twice argued, and all the authori- 
ties were fully discussed; and it was urged that the technical 
grounds upon which the judge in King v. Hoare had proceeded | 
could not be now acted upon, in view of the provision in section 25, 
sub-section 11, of the Judicature Act, 1873, that the rules of 
equity should always prevail when in conflict with the rules of the 
common law. This view was accepted by Lord Penzance, who 
also observed that King v. Hoare never received the sanction of 
a court of appeal, and that the Judicature Acts had removed the 
right of a joint contractor, when sued upon a joint contract, to 
have his co-contractor joined as a defendant. Six other law lords — 
were, however, of a different opinion. Lord Cairns expressed him- 
self as satisfied with the grounds upon which King v. Hoare had 
been decided, and did not think that the Judicature Acts, by © 
abolishing pleas in abatement, had changed a joint right of action ~ 
into a right to bring several separate actions. Lord Hatherley © 
thought that it would be difficult, after so many years had ela fc 
to shake the authority of King v. Hoare, and that the rule adopted 
in that case was not a mere rule of procedure. Lord Selborne © 
remarked that the principle that an action cannot be maintained for — 
a cause which has passed in rem judicatam could not be affected by — 
any of the changes of procedure introduced by the Judicature Acts? — 
and Lord Blackburn, though admitting that the defence was nob | 
‘a meritorious one,” held that King v. Hoare was rightly decided, 
and that its authority was not affected by subsequent legislation. 
In Cambefort v. Chapman, the question arose in connection with | 
certain bills of exchange which had been accepted by a partner | 
after the dissolution of the firm of which he had been a member. © 
The plaintiffs sold goods to a firm which consisted of W. and the © 
defendant. After the dissolution of the partnership, of which fact 
the plaintiffs were not aware, W. accepted in the name of the firm 
the bills which had been drawn by the plaintiffs for the price of 
the goods. The plaintiffs, having recovered judgment on the bills 
in default of appearance, but having been unable to obtain satit 
faction of the judgment, sued the defendant for the price of the” 
goods. The jadgment against the firm on the bills having bees” 
pleaded in bar, Mr. Justice Mathew entered judgment for the” 
defendant, on the authority of King v. Hoare and Kendall © 
Hamilton. On an application to a divisional court to entery 
judgment for the plaintiff or for a new trial, reliance was placed 
by the plaintiffs’ counsel on Drake v. Mitchell (3 East, 251), 
where it was held that an unsatisfied judgment on a bill of exchange 
given for a debt secured by the joint covenant of the defendant 
two other was no bar to an action against all 
three covenantors on their joint covenant. It was also contend 
that the j t against the firm, being unsatisfied, could nob 
be pleaded in bar in an action against a partner, and that 
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distinct causes of action. Mr. Justice Field expressed his regret 
at being compelled to decide in favour of the defendant, who had 
had the benefit of the contract between the plaintiffs and the firm 

but he could not escape from the authority of Kendall y. Hamilton, 
where King v. Hoare met with the approval of the majority of 
the law lords. The contract in the present case was one joint 


contract, and not a joint and several contract; and the maxim, | Small; 


Nemo debet bis vexari pro eddem causd, applied as much to actions 
upon the same contract as to the case of a person sued twice for 
the same cause of action. He distinguished Drake vy. Mitchell as 
being a case where the giving ofa bill of exchange could not sus- 
pend an existing remedy in respect of a covenant; and he held that for 
the plaintiffs to recover would be “not consistent with our legal 

m.” Mr. Justice Manisty observed that in Drake v. Mitchell the 
bill of exchange was a collateral security, and that the same defences 
were open in an action on the bills as in an action for goods sold 
and delivered. He quoteda passage from “ Byles on Bills” (14th 
ed., p. 318), where it was laid down that judgment on a bill of 
exchange is an extinguishment of the original debt; and he 
added, with reference to King v. Hoare, that he was “not at all 
sure that that rule of law is not in all respects equitable and 
satisfactory.” 

Having regard to the authority of Kendall v. Hamilton, it 
was hardly to be expected that an attempt to set aside the authority 
of King v. Hoare would now have much chance of success. The 
circumstance that one of the actions was brought upon bills of 
exchange was the only distinguishing feature in Cambefort v. 
Vhapman ; but to have held that there were two separate causes of 
action would have been to determine the case upon a ground as 
“technical” as those which have subjected the decision in King v. 
Hoare to so much hostile criticism. 








THE LAW OF GIFTS JNTER VIVOS. 
IV. 


Gifts of chattels.—There are two principal sources whence our 
unwritten law is derived—viz., Roman law, and customs prevalent 
all over England, which, being common to all places, have given 
rise to what is called common law. The civil, or Roman, law is 
founded on principles many of which are not recognized by the 
common law, and very great confusion has arisen from treating deci- 
sions on those branches of English law which are founded on the 
civil law as applicable to cases which depend on the common law. 

An example of the distinction between Roman and common law 
will be found in Blackburn on Sales, chap. 3, where the learned 
author, in discussing the doctrine of in and sale, points out 
that it is a principle of Roman law “that property cannot be 
transferred by any agreement unless there be an overt act of 
delivery of possession,” and that “ this principle is not recognized 
by English law.” 

This distinction must be carefully remembered in our present 
discussion ; cases have often arisen where, even in judicial decisions, 
gifts inter vivos and donations mortis causd have been confounded ; 
and yet the validity of gifts inter vivos depends oa the common 
law, that of donations mortis causd on the Roman law. 

Gifts of both classes have this in common—(1) that they must 
be made voluntarily by the donor; (2) that they must be accepted by 
the donee ; the difference between them consists in this—viz., that, as 
donations mortis causd are governed by Roman law, actual delivery 
of the chattels to the donee is essential to the validity of the gift ; 
while, in the case of a gift inter vivos, the question whether actual 
delivery is essential has been a matter of animated controversy, 
though it now ap to be decided that this is not the case. 
There is a further difference, not necessary to be discussed for our 
present purpose, arising from the fact that a donatio mortis causd 
is in its nature conditional, and is not intended to be effectual 
unless the donor dies of the illness during which it is given. 

Delivery.—The question whether a gift of personal chattels 
ger to be perfected by delivery to the donee is one of consider- 

ble difficulty, a difficulty that has been increased by confusing a 
gift inter vivoe with a donatio mortis caused. For instance, the 
dictum of Lord Loughborough, in Tate v. Hilbert (2 Ves. jun. 120) 
that merely ‘saying ‘I give,’ without an act, does not transfer the 
property ”’ and Miller vy. Miller (3 P. Wms. 356), which are often 
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civil law in his mind. The learned editors (Patteson, J., 
Williams, J.) of Williams’ Saunders say, in the note 4B 
Wilbraham vy. Snow (vol. 2, p. 47): 
that a donee, by a l gift, acquires such a special property 
as to be able to maintain an action against a 
though the donor may resume the thing given.” 
ap to agree with Jenkins. , 
here appears to be a further confusion between a gift of a per- 
sonal chattel and of a chose inaction. We shall discuss gifts of the 
latter nature separately, confining our remarks at present to per- 
oriwotwithetendin the d: Delivery of the onl: 
otwi ing icta, ‘‘ Delivery of possession y 
admissible evidence of the gift of a personal chattel” (yer Plunk 
C., sepia v. Williams, L. & Goo. Ca. Temp. pasar at p. 99), 
“a gift at phiagdoabe ry: Sap. cee pogeeior hah ye pro ; in 
donations inter vivos, if the subject is Neg ae " 
(per Plumer, M.R., Hooper v. G@ in, 1 Swans., at p. 491), 
Irons v. Smalipiece (2 B. & Ald. 551) is, we believe, the first case 
in which it was that delivery is essential to a parol gift of 
personal chattels. ‘‘ By the law of England, in order to transfer 
property by gifts, there must be either a deed or instrument of 
or there must be an actual deli ing to the donee. 
the gift is merely verbal, and di from a I 7 
only in this respect—that the latter is subject to a condition that 
if the donor live the thing shall be res’ tohim. Now itis a 
well-established rule at law that a donatio mortis caused does not 
transfer the property without an actual delivery” ( per Abbott, C.J., 
who cites Bunn v. Markham (2 Marsh. 532), a case on a donatio 
mortis causa). In the principal case Holroyd, J., says: “ In order 
to change property by a gift of this nature there must be a change 
of ion.’ 
he correctness of the statement in Jrons v. Smalipiece, that a 
verbal gift of a chattel is incomplete till delivery, is denied by 
Parke, B., in Waud v. Audland (16 M. & W., at p. 870). See also 
the opinion of Maule, J. ( Lunn v. Thornton, 1 C. B., atp. 381), which 
has) been cited as opposed to the decision of P, B., as to 
delivery. It ap however, that in the place in question 
Maule, J., only differs from Parke, B., on another point not. being 
discussed in this place. ’ : 
In Shower v. — (4 Ex. vie Ay plaintiff's a= gol 
the defendant, who possession of his plate: ill give you 
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was a mere obiter dictum, as the jury found that the had 
been delivered by the donor to the 

In Winter v. Winter (9 W. BR. 747) the current of judicial 
opinion began to turn. was no ee ees 
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to an a gift inter vivos that the vonduct of the parties should 
shew the ownership of the chattel has been changed.” 

We now come to Re Harcourt, lanby v. Tucker (31 W. R. 
578), where it was laid down by Pollock, B. (at p. 580), that ‘‘ The 
question to be determined is not whether there has been an actual 
handing over of property manually, but whether, looking at all the 
surrounding circumstances of the case, and looking particularly at 
the natate and character of the chattel which is proposed to be 
given, there has or has not been a clear intention expressed on the 
part of the donor to give, and a clear intention on the part of the 
recipient to receive and act upon such gift. Whenever such 
& case should arise again I am confident that that would be 
the basis of the decision of a court of common law; and, of 
course, the same result would follow in a court of equity.” 
this case Mrs. Harcourt was absolutely entitled to pictures 
and plate. At her death labels in her handwriting were found 

on two of the pictures, to the effect that they belonged to 
sister, Mrs. Holwell. There was no evidence as to what were 
the circumstances under which, or by whom, the labels were 
affixed. But the court held that what had been done amounted to 
gift by Mrs. Harcourt to Mrs. Holwell. 
In the same case it was decided that the handing over by the 
donor to the donee of one cf several articles intended to be com- 
prised in a gift was sufficient delivery of the whole. 

In Re Ridgway (15 Q. B. D.) Cave, J., says (at p. 449), after 

ing Re Harcourt, ‘‘I am of opinion that it is going too far to 
that retention of possession by the donor is conclusive proof 
there is no immediate present, gift; although, undoubtedly, 
explained, or its effect destroyed by other circumstances, it 
g evidence against the existence of such an intention. The 

licants must, however, prove circumstances from which it can 
be inferred that the donor intended to make an immediate 

so that the thing given then ceased to be the donor’s, and 
the property of the donee.” Consider Jones v. Lock 

EL. R. 1 Ch. 25), where, notwithstanding actual words of gift and 
of a cheque to a baby, if was held that no gift was 

Reference should be made to Farington v. Parker (L. R. 4 Eq. 
116), where jewels were assigned to a trustee upon trust for such 
person as G., a married woman, should appoint in writing, and in 
default of appointment upon trust for her during her life for her 
separate use, and to be at her absolute disposal, and her receipt, or 
that of the person to whom she should direct the jewels to be 
delivered, to be a good discharge. G. gave the jewels to V. without 
any direction in writing. It was held on the constriction of the deed 
that G. had two powers, one to dispose of the jewels in writing, 
ome to dispose of them as she pleased, and that the gift was valid 
under the second power. 

Phe result of the authorities appears to be that a gift of personal 
chattels can be made without delivery to the donee or any person 
of his behalf ; but that if no delivery is made a clear intention must 
be by the donor to give, and by the donee to accept, the 
subject-matter of the gift. 
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CASES BEFORE THE VACATION JUDGE. 


Company—Insouvext—OCnestror’s Pstrriox—No Srarvrony Demannp— 
Acrion aGatnst Pzerrrionen. 


In the case of In re Wood's Ships’ Woodite Protection Co., Limited, betore 

J.,on the 31st of August, a question aroseasto whether a creditor, 
whom an action had been commenced by the company for specific 
performance of an agreement, was entitled to an order to wind up the 
company. It was contended for the company that it was not insolvent, 
and there had been no demand for payment of the debt. The 
pom re Be im posseszion of a valuable patent, which they had not had 


Kzuxzwicu, J., made the winding-up order, not to be delivered fora 
and on the question of the ~ ae mag of a liquidator referred it 
chief with special directions.—Counset, Millar, Q.C., and 
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i Kirby; Seddon. Soracrtons, A, Pulbrook ; Gedge, Kirby, § Millett. 
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Im the case of Buffalo Bill's Wild West Co. ¥. Sanger, detore 
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Buffalo Bill, f 
was Col. W. F. Cody, commonly known as Buffalo Bill, nor to use oF © 
permit to be used in any entertainment of his the words ‘‘ Wild West” in 
any such manner as to induce the belief that the defendant’s representa. 
tion of the Wild West was the plaintiff's representation. The original ~ 
programme of the defendant had the words “This great equestrian — 








scene has never been attempted in any other establishment.” : 
words had been struck out, but, subsequently to the undertaking, Sanger 
published photographs and programmes of entertainment at Olympig ~ 
in London, and in the vinces, and in cular a p me con. 
taining the following : “Grand Olympia and Scenes the Fay 
West,”’ ‘‘Royal Olympia Scenes from B 


‘Part 3.—Scenes from the Wild West—Great trial of skill by the 
Indians — Great equestrian ;exercises by the female Indians—The : 
on its perilous journey thro the West—Attacked by In 
—The arrival of Buffalo Bill and the cowl reat encounter — 
The Indians driven off—Buffalo Bill and the cowboys’ triumphant escorg — 
of the mail. Grand concluding tableau.—The halt of the cowboys in the 
ht rise y the Indians—Buffalo Bill to the rescue— 
Total defeat of the Indians—Buffalo Bill and his noble steed carried upon ~ 
a dais by the cowboys.”’ The plaintiff was informed that the defend: ~ 
ant had committed breaches of the undertaking in photographs and pros — 
grammes. On behalf of the defendant it was contended that the motion 
was unded on a letter of the 19th of August, which was vulgar | 
and ieasive, but was not written by the defendant. The defendant wag ~ 
entitled to use the words ‘‘ Buffalo ” and “ Wild West,” but not so as ~ 
to deceive. He had pasted a slip acroes the programmes, ‘‘ No connection | 
with Buffalo Bill at the American Exhibition.’’ ee 


= 
2 
Kexewron, J., said that when the case came on before Chitty, J., on thé ~ 


Ria. ae ae aes 


F 
a 
oe 


12th of August, the defendant gave an undertaking not to use or permit — 
to be used in any entertainment of his the name of Buffalo Bill so as to be — 
calculated to induce the belief that Buffalo Bill was Colonel W. F. Cody — 
(commonly known as Buffalo Bill), nor to use or permit to be used in any 
entertainment of his the words ‘‘ Wild West ” in any such manner as to 
induce the belief the defendant’s tation of the Wild West was the ~ 
plaintiff's representation, After date the defendant issued a pro. © 
gramme or advertisement, and his lordship understood that it was handed 
to persons visiting the entertainment. It differed elightly, but not sub- © 
stantially, from the documents used before. The following : 
were inserted: — ‘Grand Olympia and Scenes from the 
West—Royal Olympia Scenes from Buffalo Bill and the Far 
West.’? It would be a reasonable conclusion for anyone to come to that © 
tlie plaintiff, Col. W. F. Cody, was the person going to perform at the © 
defendant's entertainment. But in 3 of the programme he found — 
‘« Scenes from the Wild West.’’ Thatalone would not be sufficient to ground ~ 
the charge of infringing the un ; but on looking at the four items 
under this head he found item 3, ‘‘The Mail on its Perilous Sate 
through the Wild West—Attacked by Indians—The Arrival of B 

Bill and the OCowboys—Great Encounter—The Indians driven off 
Buffalo Bill and the Cowboys’ Triumphant Escort of the Mail.’’ 
was a distinct infringement of the defendant’s undertaking. His 

gave the defendant credit for not the view of the co 
with inderaking tig imitation, and should put down his breach 
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the uni to ignorance ; and if Mr. Marten did not insist 
his strict rights he should make the order according to the notice of 
che ee The writ of attachment not to issue fors — 
week, to enable defendant to purge his contempt.—Oounsz1, Marten, — 
Q.0., and Wood Hill; Latham, Q.0,, and Bryan Farrer. Soxicrronmg 
Janson, Cobb, § Pearson ; Lewis § Lewis. 
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Rartway—Barpez—Dimensions—Paivate Carrgiacze Roap—Tramwa¥ 
Ramway Oxavuses Oonsotrpation Act, 1845 (8 Vicr. oc. 20), ss. 49, SL. 


In the case of The Forest Iron and Steel Company (Limited) v. The B 
Dock and Railway\Co., before Kekewich, J., on the 31st of August, a questi 
arose as to the it of a railway company to build a bridge over a priv 
pay ame accordance with the provisions of section 49 of the Rail- 
way Consolidation Act, 1845. ‘Ithis was a motion on behalf of 
pane fp een he eis eee from interfering with 
a poe e. For plaintiffs it was c 


that the ts were bound pooh rein, Ay Se gy D 
0 
















Kexewicu, J., said that the plaintiffs were quite rig bring he 
Te the defendants saying that they had chosen to lie by, © 
He s make no order except costae be costs in the acti — | 
Counsst, B. Ford; Marten, Q.0., and Parker. Sowrcrrons, 
Janeways, § Co., for James A. Corbett, ; Downing $ Handeock. = 











Nvursance—Resravnant—Krrcnzw—Orvensitve Suzitis—Insuncrion. a 






In the case of Dori v. Pecorini, betore Kekewich, J., on the Sista: 
August, s question arose as to the right of a laintiff to restrain Ee: 
neighbour from causing noxious vapours to in his premises. 
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page he AL eer = ang Aten 
sone the nuistnce arising from the | and 


ts from the 


side, cf an’ therein, so as to allow the escape of 
to the injury of the plaintiff. The oe ge have his costé.—Oounsz1, 
foster ¢ Co 


order. 
¥ * ted an injunction restraining the d his 
3 Ei, ie iweis wit, tc enowing Wo be use, he ia, Perk 


Ogle; Ingpen. Soxicrrors, F. B. 
Paractice—Oonrempr or Cournt—Assautt—Srrvicz—Praecincts of THE 
OCovrnt—Soxicrror. 


In the case of Jonas v. Long, before Kekewich, J., on the 3ist of 
August, a question arose as to an asssult committed within 


the pre- 
cincts of the court. It was a motion to commit Johnson, of 
16, Union-court, Old Broad-street, a solicitor, for assaul a solicitor 


i iy 


within the precincts of the court. The motion stood over from 2 tt, 
nesday, August 24—(see Soxrcrrons’ Jovanat, Saturday, August 2 
1887)-<to enable the applicant to two pemigueced letters Soaes 
mapcotont, 8 addressed to his private and bison 
sestnining the notice of motion and affidavits. Mr. Ppt Ro 
tor, sai after 4 sutimons had beet heard mia the ame 
ent, George Johnson, used abusive to 
te Courts, and put himself in a a? 
ies 06 bis protection. Tt was con! ates ha tt 
kinds of contempt—first, assault or improper conduct. in 
the judge; secondly, conduct to intimidate. and obstruct the course ot 
justice within the precincts of the court. Reference was made to Kirby 
y. Webb (the Times, July 14, 1887); Republic of Costa Rica v. wf 
LL. T. N. 8. 333, 46 L. J. Oh. 375), Bx parte Wilton (1 Dowl. N. 
). Mr. Johnson did not appear. 

Sehr J., said pf the comttons was thet Be the prior a me 
Whsence of the respondent € respondent, an. 4 
say, could move to discharge the order. The contempt ant 
the order. The order would recite the particular facts contained in Mr, 
Robinson’s affidavit, and then it would go, the court 
that conduct was contempt of court.—Counsat, 
Souscrrors, Rodinson ¢ Dees. 








LEGAL NEWS. 
OBITUARY. 


Mr. Marri Soars, solicitor, of Neath, died on the 23rd ult. Mr. Scale 
as the son of Mr. Richard Scale, and was born in 1834, He was admitted 
ssolicitor in 1861, having served his articles with. Mr. Johns, of Haver- 
fordwest, He afterwards became managing clerk to Mr. Baty oe Randell, 
of Neath, to whose practice he ultimately succeeded. Mr. Scale was in 
partnership with his younger brother, Mr. Gilbert Francis Scale. He was 
& perpetual commissioner for Glamorganshire, and he had an extensive 

being solicitor for many of the leading 
Ks was berg to the Neath and Kenfig 
and deaths for the Neath District. He-had 
ar under-sheriff for Glamorganshire. Mr. Scale was 
buried at Llantwrt Oemetery on the 26th ult. 


Mr. Ouangan Rosnit¥, late Clack of Ce Sones in Chancery, died at his 
gw te , Wilton-crescent, on the 26th ult., in his eightieth year. 
was the fifth son of Sir Samuel Romilly, @.0., P 


and brother of the first Lord Romilly. He was born in 1808. He was 
talled to the bar at the Inner Temple ee A, Term, 1836. He was 
tary to Lord Oottenham w ,» and he 


ag ey of the ae Gree in peer ae 1850 til 2880. Mr. ee 
ea married in.1843 to Lady Georgiana Russell, eldest daughter of the 

Duke of Bedford, but he had been a widower since 1867. He leaves five 
sons. His eldest son, Mr. John Romilly, was called to the bar at "s-inn 
in Michaelmas Term, 1865, and is now secretary to the Historical - 
stipts Commission. His fifth son, Mr. Alfred Romilly, was ealled to the 
bar at Lincoln’s-inn in January, 1879. 


Mr. Oavitzy Suapwet1, barrister, died at - residence, 25, Abercorn- 
St. John’s Wood, on the 26th ult., in his ninetieth year. Mr. 

well, who was almost the oldest surviving member of the bar, was the 
fourth son of Mr. Lancelot Shadwe barrister, and brother of the late | 
Vice-Chancellor Sir Lancelot Shadwell. He was born in 1798, and he was | Burr 
ee ee Ce Cambridge. He was called to the bar at Lin- 
coln’s-inn in Term, 1825, and he formerly in the 


Court ot Chan Mr. Shadwell was | to his 
cery. secretary 





ae 


Mr, Jauzs Haway Pawson 
ene, bis ee ane nck boa the oom 
Mr. Pawson was itted a solicitor in 1881. 


Mr, Anruve; Wiis Grune, — of Harrogate fa Emel 
erongh, haa been appointed Clerk to the Kanresborough. Improvemee 
ers. ME Gilling was admitted a solicitor in 1881. 


i. B Fran 
germany click mrtngany hegre oh eae 


eet. Brome 


Me; Costeloe isthe only aom of Me. Mart, Rt 
Sin 187. He wat ad to the Dr 
ant fc. Janne Passa O° Gesiein Mises , barrister, ‘tied fst dliotea Be. P. 


oy ea ee Patrick 
Ad for the 


the Fae te K.. 


a ee oe 
cay ° ae, ae 





to 
: . al 
Secretary from 1883 till 1886. 
been appointed in Mercan- 
Association. Mr. Elliott is the 
:ner Temple in 288%, und be ii i member of the 
the bar at the Inner 
South-Eastern Circuit. Tt 


—_—_ 


PARTNERSHIPS DISSOLVED. 


Hise cme and Osarizes Epwarp Tax solicitors (Jacob Ba me 
Cardiff and Abergavenny. June 24. ide aod 
said late firm will be retsived and paid by the sald Hise Jacob. 


Gazette, A: 
dean Zaman Rapasnitehiiias tain ee - 
son), 102, Fishergate, Preston. Aug. 27. 

rg A Arruur eee ee — (John 
to or by the said firm ohn who 
that | Continte to carry on the is ferred and pai by ah Araigtt & Oo. 

Ep Macxrzson, WaLLin and Atraup Hanzy Arnovtp, 
ae ‘ & p Si ey ay 7a aj" 

GENERAL, 
The number of failures in and Wales gazetted during the 


we ee ee yee ao 








WINDING UP NOTICES. 


London Gasette.—FripaY, August 2. 
JOINT STOCK COMPANIES. 
Luarrep ov OBANCERY. 
“Gated aug 3, appotmed Lig REE ray 5, 
Shepp ter hpe rt ier 
17, it ordered that & A 
ming lana Chsapelin coat tet uotar siruasua 
Counry PaLaTorEm oF LANCASTER. 
Loarep tf OBANCERY 


Preston, on Ta Auf, dried. ¥,be nau, a thy Channa Ofte, Winary 8 


FRIENDLY SOOIETIES DISSOLVED. 
ANNIA FRMALE AMICABLE FRIENDLY Soctaty, Wesleyan Schoolroom, Iysley 


poitliah, Worcester. Aug st Burnham, Somerset. Aug 22 
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tena ea J.,0n Sept 14. Whitfield, 


lore Stirling, J., ee Sept t. Madd. 


my Nad hn 

son, King’s Arms yard, solor for petner 

Sakeeel Ween ter le Seine onthe momen pn Be 
e 

Burton, Blackfriars rd, solor for petner af 
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BI 
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UNLIMITED IN 
Sovernzian Lire Assurance Pet fi . presented A s 
SET JE ARI Sed oa Roe Rl Mel 


FRIENDLY SOCIETIES D 
SUSPENDED FoR THREE Montus 
ORDER OF ee DD FaLLows’ FRIENDLY S0- 








CREDITORS’ NOTICES. 
UNDER ESTATES IN CHANCERY. 








.—FRIpay, A 26. 
ictualler. Sept 30. Lane v 
eS a uire, Gt James st 
Bewnetr, WILL1AM pq ten st, Bookseller. Sept 23. Bingley v 
Bennett, Stirling, J. Lee, New inn, Strand 
A Ft pot ©, 
Mason, Tuomas, Heaton, Lancaster, Farmer. Sept 24. Mason vy Mason, Regis- 
trar of Preston. 
UNDER 22 & 23 VICT. CAP. 35. 


Last Day oF CrLarm. 
London Gasette.—Fripay, August 26. 


Attraey, Hzwny Weis, Alveston, Warwick, Esq. Oct. 15. Withall & Oo, 


- Sandom & Co, Gracechurch st 
er eee Vices oh, Westeitngton, Hag, Oct 31. Mead & 


Giecenn Gaeee Conterbury, Gent. Oct1i. Sankey & Flint, Canterbury 


Ex, Ricnarp Ricz Wriirorp, Gifford, Devon, Retired Colonel. Sept 
%. Greenway & Son, Pi 
Foreman, Ann, st. Sept 30. Wells, Paternoster row 


waawens Reaume, ‘Winkteten. Oct 38. Ashby & Compton, Queen 
Gaezn. JonN ATuErron, Allerton, Lancaster, Retired Farmer. Novi. Welsby 


ea A Oct1. Radcliffes & Co, Craven st 

Lyratt, Rosgrt, Cheltenham, Gent. Sept 30. Ticehurst & Sons, Cheltenham 
Morais, Joux, Bedford. Sept 30. Adderley & Marflect, Longton 

Pagey, Many, Chester. Sept 30. Evans, Chester 

Pootz, Tuomas, Chelsea. Sept 30. J. H. & J. Y. Johnson, Lincoln's inn fields 
Gaunpers, Jouw Waricut, Gloucester, House Furnisher. Sept 29. Franklin, 


Coe, See. Datajeh Wood Park, Surrey, Esq. Sept 26. Gosling & Co, 
Suxrwim, Wi114m, Southampton, Esq. Sept 2. Fisher & Co, Ashby de ls 


Tuourruwatre, Wi1114M, Stockton. Oct1. Brayshay, Stockton on Tees~ 
Tizann, Jaxx, Liverpool. Oct1. T.J. Smith & Son, Liverpool 
Watms, Wu114m, Langton St Andrews, Lincoln, Farmer. Sept 2. Tweed & 
Waxsvurton, Oatyenive, Haslingden, Lancaster. Oct 7. Woodcock & Sons, 
Wanxp, Jous Cuantzs, Portland, Farmer. Sept 22. Howard, Weymoath 
‘Wauor, James, Northfiect, Kent, Carpenter. Sept 17, Tvlhurst & Co, Gravesend 
Pe Se ae Fa Pe Matas, Soe Oct 7, Collyer- 
ee ee Oct 29. Buckby & Perry, Nottingham 
Gaedte.—TUESDAY, A 30. 
fuse, Some, Pye Oak. Sept 20. Graves, onport 
Baxur, James, Scarborough, Draper. Sept 3. Drawbridge & Rowntree, Scar- 
me (OSEPH, Bolton, Lancaster, Cashier. Sept 27. Balshaw & Hodgkin- 
Bruspsiz, Taomas Wain, Ince Blundell, Lancaster, Esq. Sept 2. Weld, 
a» ee Stes Sohne Sept 26. Harle, 
Canyon, Truro. Septi4. Carlyon & Kerby, Truro 
Dreon, , Gateshead, Durham. Oct 1. Elsdon & Dransfield, New” 
Zuruicr, REE. cnt Deane Oct 8. Haselwood &: Co, Brighton 
Dorm, Banas, Ovington oq, Brompton. Sept 26. Hudson & Co, Queen Vic- 
Gitp1ne, Maxy, ath. Oct 1. Clennell, Gt James st, W.C. 
Hoas, Jous, Hadleigh, Suffolk, Corn Merchant. Oct1. Grimwade, Hadleigh 
‘Wr4224k, Gt Neston, Chester, Licensed Victualler, Oct 1. Kent & Co, 
om Upper Clapton, Wool Broker. Novi. Janson & 
Kar, 


rd, Oct 6, Gush & Co, Finsbury circus 


Love, Ans, Plymouth. Oct ti. Adems, 


Plymouth 
apes, Hemet pichor’s v8, Pabtingtos, Job Master. Oct 31. Stephens, 











Reve, James, Trowbridge, Wilts. Sept 29. Jones, Trowbridge 

SEWELL, SARAH ALERS, Eastbourne. Oct 10. Gellatly & Co, Lombard ct 
Sxorgy, Wit11am, Yetminster, Dorset, Farmer. Sept 2?. Bolleu, Yeovil 
Srracuan, Frances, Newcastle upon Tyne. Sept 9. Swan, Newcastle upon © 


Usner, Any, Durdham Down, Bristol. Nov 28. Hunt & Co, Bristol 4 
Wurrwort#, Sir JosEPs, Stancliffe Hall, Derby. Oct 18. Darbishire & Tatham, © 

























‘WARNING TO ‘ | hanes meng & oe PURCHASERS AND rn pe ante efore purchasing 
cxpert from The Sanitary Engin g & Ventilation Co. ii, 1, Victoria, Soca Woe 
(Estab. 1875), who also entilation of Offi ces, &c. 
BANKRUPTCY NOTICES. 
London Gasette.—FRIpDaY, August 26. - 
RECEIVING ORDERS. “4 
ABERCROMBIE, 


Bos Oxford st, Brass Manufacturer. High Coury 
Pet Aug 23. ag POT Bl Sis 


B. ay sy Canternerth, Lincolnshire, Farmer. Boston. Pet Aug Ce. 
Baxax, GhowGE Wu1114m, Bradford, Insurance Broker. Bradford. Pet Aug 2, 


—, Bazan Awwre, Brighton, Milliner. Brighton. Pet Aug 9. Ord 
Baooks, Wantax OxARLEs, Crowle, Lincolnshire, Grocer. Sheffield. Pot Aug 
——— JOEN, outh, Boot Maker. East Stonehouse. Pet Aug 24. Ord > 
OaToHFOLE, JOsmPH JAMES, Mells ed Halesworth, Brick Maker. Great ~ 
Davies, D ayy ty PI rae Bansiaxe, and Jasces Haz, Birming | 
VID 

é eg AS ma ders. Birmingham. Pet Aug 23. Ord A’ ¥ 
DEAOON, porn a aniente dion: York. Pet Aug 23. hug 28 
GANDER, — Se a, Bexhill, Sussex, Builders. Hastings. Pet 

Ave %, » ond Aus © 
m4 y ouN RicHaRrD, Loughborough, Milliner. Leicester. Pet Ang 9%,” 


20 
Hopazs, Janes West Derby, nr Liverpool, Law Stationer. Liverpool. Pet 


A Ord A: 
Hows, Sia r Ann, Widnes, Lancashire, Butcher. Liverpool. Pet Aug a 


ug ; 
no, oa Septimus, Leyland, Lancashire, Builder. Pet Aug 10. On) 
Jackson, Joun Upton, Sheffield, Tailor. Sheffield, Pet Aug 23. Ord Aug 28 
James, Exiza, Newport, Salop, Cooper. Stafford. Pet Aug 20, Ord Aug 20 j 
Kexp, W1t11aM Joun, Liverpool, Tailor. Liverpool. Pet July 29. Ord Aug % z 
Kyicut, Henry RecrvatD, Newcastle on Tyne, Clerk. Newcastle on 4 
Pet Aug 23. Ord Aug 23 
one 4 Ve - y Vemma, Landport, Hamps, drocer. Portemouthy 
Prance, fuomas armen, Be Albans, Retired Licensed Victualler. St Albans, 
rs, ABLAT Abercera, Mon, Tea Dealer. Newport, Mon. Pet Aug %, 
Procaxo, Jony Hxxay oy one aa nur Newport, Mon, Grocer. Newport, Mc i= 
ug 
SARGENT, ALFRED, Topeham, Devon, Licensed Victualler. Exeter. Pet Aug 


Lz, Honea, W. Woolton, nr Liverpool, Bank Manager, Liverpool. Pet a 
Wiiisae Guones, Hebburn, Datham, Boot Dealer. Newcastle Oa 

Tyne. Pet Ang 22. ~ Ord Aug 2 “7 
ame Bhat Wri z, Southsos, Florist. Portsmouth, Pet Aug 23, Ord) 
— ‘Tuomas, Nottingham, Grocer. Nottingham, Pet Aug 23, Onl © 
graraon, Epwakp, Lincoln, Law Writer. Lincoln. Pet Aug 22. On” 


STOKES, , Nottingham, Baker. Nottingham. Pet Aug %. Ord Aug’ | 
Swirt, Bexsaumm, Elland, Yorks, Coal Merchant. Halifax. Pet Aug 22, Oni” 


Waray. Gycuen Famer, Church, Lancs, Gent. Blackburn. Pet Jz 


Ord A : 
wus, TaAaee Maidenhead, Carmen. Windsor. Pet Aug 22. Ord Ang sf 9m 
Winerretp, Wi1114M, St Leonards on Sea, Engineer. Hastings. Pet Aug 1% 


bebe ~: “wae ZEBULON, Bolton, Coal Dealer. Bolton. Pet Aug &%, © 


FIRST MEETINGS. 
B Gzoras W. ; 
an 4 7h ~~ > pepeeeremembenes Septbatil. Of 
et, Longley st, Bermondsey, Corn Dealer. Sept 2 at il. 
B Ww, Tuomas, Blackburn, Plumber. Sept 5 at 2.20, County Court he 


X% 





















BuwooH, Huwey Jomx, Litherland, Lancs, Merchant. Sept Sat 12. Off Reo, , 
gee, WussaM Middlesboroug 16, 
Bunxert, Wi bh, Printer. Sept 2 at 12.16 





Onarggn, WeLidax, Grimeton, Norfolk, Farmer. Sept 9 at 10. Court he 
Omartoor, RACHA F, Upp Upper Thames st, Tin Plate Merchant. Sept 6 at 11. 
conn ig Ha , 
Gayo Lancs ng Lieutenant in 

, al Gat’. Off Rec, York 

Shien Gees Get meee Sept 8at12. Off Rec, Bank ¢ 

Faamyss, Stafford, Contractor, Sept 12 at 11,90. County Court, & 


Gg. J Lancs, Draper. Sept 2 at 3.90. Off Reo, Ogt 
sa Meee er at ak Wie an. St 
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th Cour, 
Aug 2, 
st Aug 2, 
9. Ont 
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24, Ord 
er. Great 
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28 
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t Aug & 
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d Aug % 
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HLasmipex, Tons J. A oe Bhyl, Flint, Teacher of Music. Sept 2 at 12, . Of 
HIEAFFORD, oud, You “fuctiann, P enetnentinnt, Milliner. Sept 3 at 11.90, 28, Friar 


Clevedon, Somersetshire, Butcher. Sept 8 at 11.90, Off 
Rec, Bank chmbrs, Bristol 
Howss, Base Asm, Widnes, Lancs, Butcher. Sept 8 at3. Off Reo, 35, Victoria 


Howe Mo atpelier st, Knightsbridge, Watch Maker. Sept 2.at 12. 58, 
- J co. 
Hows, Jostas pe Leylands, Lancs, Builder. Sept 5 at 11. 16, Wood st, 
nm 


Jaume, Bursa, x te Salop, Cooper. Sept 12at1.90. County Court, Staf- 


ome Hezwry, Farnborough, Hants, Draper. Sept 2 at il. 16 Room, 30 and 
1, St Brith’ s lane 
Kuve, Sagan, 8 eaeeet, Mon, General shopkeeper. Sept9at12. 12, Tredegar 
e 10 
kumo, Hanny Gunes, Buckingham, Poulterer. Sept}5 at 11.90, 1, St Aldates, 
0 
Koro, ition, Wellingtcn, Coal Dealer. Sept 3 at 11.30. Off Reo, 9, Middle st, 
‘aunto 
CHaRLEs, and Kirrs, WALTER JOHN, Folkestone, Poulterers. Sept 2 at 
9.30. 82, St George’s st. Canterbury 
Kwrcut, Henry Reciwarp, Newcastie on Tyne, Clerk. Sept 5 at 12. Off Ree, 
Pink lane, Newcastle on e 
Lrpy. Bensamin, Penzance, Innkeeper. Sept 2 at 12. Off Reo, Boscawen st, 


Truro 
iavincetox, Pree 9 Bras, Stafford, Shoe Manufacturer. Sept5 at 11.30. County 
urt, 
, DITLEFF CHRISTIAN VILHEIM, Cheapside, Grocer. Sept 6 at 3.90, 166, 
Queen st, Portsea 
ERTON, OLIVER JaMEs, Sutton Coldfield. Warwick, Licensed Victualler. 
Sept 6 "at 3... Off Reo, 25, Colmore row, Bir 
PHILLIPS, here rb yy Mon, Tea Dealer. Sept 6 ati. Off Reo, 12, 
Tredegar ew a 
Proxanp, Joux Himxn mr, Maindee, nx nr Newport, Grocer. Sept 6 at 11. Off Reo, 
ewpor on 
Mesoumron, fiisaw, Walsall, Cutter. Sept 5 at 11.30. Off Rec, Walsall 


PorsHovuse, Joun, Churchbridge, nr Cannock, Stafford, Beerhouse Keeper. Sept 
batil. Off Rec, Walsall 
Raw, Ne meng THORNTON, Furnival's inn, Solicitor. Sept 2 at 11. Bankruptcy 
bdgs, — st, Lincoln’s inn fields 
Romanos, Joener. Maindee, Mon, Engineer. Sept 8 at 12, 12, Tredegar pl, 


aes, T F'Bose oe Eigin avenue, Paddington, Builder. Sept2at12. 38, Carey st, 


Risten kaseanh Topsham, Devon, Licensed Victualler. Sept5ati1. Castle 
of Exeter, at Exeter 

Surenp, WriL1AM GzorGz, Hebburn, Durham, Boot Dealer. Sept5atii. Off 
Rec, Pink lane, Newcastle on Tyne 

Sayer, RicHARD jun, Tittle Row, nr MetGenhend, Machinist. Sept 8 at 11. 

erbert & Son, 95, Peascod st, Windso: 

Swirt, BENJAMIN, Elland, Yorks, Goal Merchant. Sept 5 at 3. Off Rec, Town- 
hall chbrs, Halifax 

TAYLOR, Feawons ACHOLAS, Levene Cambridge, Farmer. Sept 9 at 10.30. 
Court house, King’s L 

Tvawer, GzorcE. Strafford ae Acton, Florist. Sept 2at12. 16 Room, 30 and 31, 
St Swithin’s lane 

Wuseon, Bensamin, Church Lawton, Cheshire, Farmer. Sept? atii. Off Rec, 

2, King Edward st, Macclesfield 
sche ; GTON, ZEBULON, Bolton, Lancs, Coal Dealer. Sept7 atii. 16, Woodst, 
ton 





The following amended notices are substituted for those published in the 
London Gazette of Aug. 19. 


Bowp, CHARLES FREDERICE, Carisbrooke, I.W., Retired Major in Army. Sept 
i6 at 3. s. Off Rec, Newport 
It11aMs, JoHN, Newport, I.W., Butcher. Sept 17 at3. Of Reo, Newport 


ADJUDICATIONS. 
m, ALFRED JAMES, aw y pmeg avenue, Brixton, no occupation. High 
Court. Pet July 23. Ord Aug 38 
ee Npaaae, Cumberworth, colnshire, Farmer, Boeton. Pet Aug 232. 
me Guonon We Wr21414M, Bradford, Insurance Broker. Bradford. Pet Aug 
BaRyes, Watran Peller 70, West Barnet, Grocer. Barnet. Pet June 98. Ord 


Aug 18 

posors, Winszax xs ILLIAM CHARLES, Crowle, Lincolnshire, Grocer. Sheffield. Pet Aug 

Buawerr, Gono Tonys, Stogumber, Somersetshire, Grocer. Taunton. Pet 
19, Ord A 

Casey ; i Southampton, Furniture Dealer. Southampton. Pet Aug 19, 


CHaLx, hoe Bideford, Hatter. Barnstaple. Pet Aug17. Ord Aug 33 

ute, a Aldersgate st, Builder. High Court. Pet April 15. Ord 

Da s Saavar, Kingston upon Hull, Fish Merchant. Kingston upon Hull. Pet 
Buoir Rroxt, ‘Aiphington, Devon, Nurseryman. Exeter. Pet July 90. Ord 

eae, , Stafford, Contractor. Stafford. Pet Augi®, Ord Aug 9% 

GaRriox, — ee Draper. Oldham. Pet Aug19. Ord Aug 28 

asan Guoses, Laney, Gloucestershire, Draper. Newport, 


Mon. Pow Aug 12 Aug 22 
The gece ga Bristol, Glass Factor. Oheltenham. Pet Aug 16, Ord 


ae a ee Sate, Rby!, Flintshire, Teacher of Music, Bangor. Pet 

f Derby, nr Liverpool, Law Stationer. Liverpool. Pet 

— ANN, AWitnes, Lancashire, Butcher. Liverpool. Pet Aug 6. Ord 

Banrers, Newport, Mon, General-shop Keeper. (Newport, Mon. Pet 

Ex, 0, Haney Guoncs, Buckingham, Poulterer. Banbury. Pet Aug 13, Ord 

Eononn,” Hunry Rpereats, 1 Neweastle on Tyne, Clerk. Newcastle on Tyne, 
Pet Aug 28. Ord A 

see cries pondn Hauvcis, MJ James's st, Solicitor, High Court. Pet June 9. 

Ranaax, Dr sy th. Pet Aug fOr Aug 28 Landport, Hampshire, Grocer. Porta- 


& 
AIMED, ALBERT mo EG Sg tO itpwanp Parmar, Yeovil, Glass Manufacturers. 





ra Aug % 
aga 9 oT bercarn, Mon, Tea Dealer. Newport, Mon. marty 








Piokarp, J Maindee, ar Newport, Mon, Grocer. Newport, Mon. 
Pot Aug 33. Bond hae seal 


perrn ast Wiban, Bae Cutter. Walsall. Pet Aug 2. Ord 


Ransom, Gray’s inn road, Builder. High Court. Pet July 15. Ord Ang 


ee eee Cee eee Newport, Mon. Pet Aug 9. 
Susnd, Caoses Hunter, Biticp Anciinns, Gasem, Durham. PetJuly %. Ord 


Aug 
SHEPHERD, THOMAS, errente, , Yorks, Grocer. Stockton on Tees, and Middles- 
gnont, Winuuax @ Gaonva: Boulleen Wiecist, Portemouth. Pet Aug 2. Ord 


ousn Se, ot Seti, Asse dis Ne Ras Norwich. Pet 


Srernenson: Eon ian Lincoln, Law Writer, Lincdin. Pet Ang #. Ord Aug? 


SUTTON, Wrsasamt, Remissih torntinet, Sienemamialaes Coaie anions, nniae 
ewirt, Brxs.ns, Bland, Yorks Coal Merchant, Halifax. Pet Aug 22. Ord 
Swimacen: Joun DEAN, Se SS eee High 
Tavsan Peano Seed Baa Cambs, Farmer. King’s Lynn. Pet 


Waren Gs Ord Dudley. Pet Aug 18. Ord Aug 9 


r Spares , Yorks, Thrashing Machine Proprietor. York. Pet 
ug M. Aug %4 
ets = 9 * REMI DE NEBR Aberystwith. Pet Augé. 


Baswy, Teoma ee hee. ee Stockton on 
Tees and M 4 

Ev. ce aod ivlddicobor . Oxford. Pet Aug 23. 

Peete Ord bs 0, Waneith, Sas Victualler. High Court. Pet 


Ferrers, Northampton, Farmer. Northampton. 
pape - te Bote We heiuiiide wiianaiisiinnee: Pet pa 
oS ere pee Newcastle on Tyne. 
Joueox, Jus, Hodoa, Yorks, Fellmonger. Kingston upon Hull. Pet Aug 2. 
Jonns, Joun- Wrexham, Hosier. Wrexham. Pet Aug st. Ord Aug #1 
Kewr, James, Hardy ter, Wood green, Auctioneer. Edmonton. Pet Aug 9. 


tars os Toes, Boo Mamata. Leeds. Pet Aug 2%. Ord Ang % 


MoWatxrs, W. palm, Destination, Deapen, Stockton on Tees and Middies- 
Pare ee, Me 
ale "S ~ 
ons S rd Aug 2 
-_ (raasan Hauny, Gitiaghousne, Rest Sale. Rochester. Pet Aug 
ug 25 


Ranps, W1L.14M, Scarborough, Baker. Scarborough: Pet Aug?, Ord Aug3¢ 
ee Oe Barrow in Furness, Carter. Ulverston and Bar- 


Pet A 
Svat, tiax, Holborn clreus, ETE S cca Dutet High Court, Pet July 11. 
Sura. ‘Wiis Ewann, Cheltenham, Sollelter. Cheltenham. Pet July 2. 


Ord 
eg — 5, ae Truro. Pet Aug %. Ord Aug 3 
Turner, Exiza, East India rd, Poplar, Tailor. High Court. Pet Aug 2. Ord 


26 
Uxpennar, Vem Am Boos, Deine, Deven, Banat East Stonehouse. 
VaRwer, Tuomas, Liverpool st, Boot Maker. High Court. Pet Aug. Ont 


A 
Waris, Avners Frap, Cheltenham, Schoolnistress Cheltenham. Pet Aug 


Wauuntun, Jou Ronant, Rhyl, Painter, Bangor. Pet Augs. Ord Aug 3 
Wiras00mne, ALraup, John ot, Adeipht, Colliery Agent, High Uourt. Pet Aug 
ieee rx Dosten 7 i, Toten, Licensed Vietnatien, Hast Stonehouse. Pet 


motions gre eabetfinted See thane published ta the 
sna, 3 Humax jesse Pet Aug&. Ord 


Tuawan Gnonan, Strafford rd, Acton, Florist, Brentford. Pet Aug & Ord 


ns following nation to for that published in the 
nner, HExpr, ot Court, Pet Ang 10, Ord 


Court. Ord Aug 18, 


rg Te EN 
peianaee, Deadlines Weed eee po ats Queen Hotel, Leeds 

= Aizen fat Nas tn Deakrapeay biden Porter 
Proprietor. Sept 6 at 12. 


Gent. Sept Tati. Bankruptcy bidgs, 
Sept 9 at 11. 16, Frankfort st, Ply- 


= eee eoprien inti gas 
rom se ee Eee 
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Wiuzarp, Wuiimm, Wandsworth rd, out of business. Sept 6 at 11, 


Davis. Samvzt, Kingston upon Hull. Fish Merchant. Septéat?2. Law Society, 
Linevln’s inn buildings, Bowla)ley lane, Hull 
Dick, ANDREW Exper, Leadenhall st, roker. Sept 9at11. Bankruptcy bidgs, 
Portuge] st, Lincoln’s inn fields’ 
a m. tagac. Fi pinghom, Pawnbroker. Sept 8 at 11. Off Rec, 25, Colmore 
Evans Thomas RANUEL. Matilda st, Thornhill eq, Upholsterer. Sept7atii. 33, 
Con Hb fens incoln’s finn 
Fis1 1.11aM. Cliff Hill, Gorleston, Suffolk, Smackowner. Sept 10at11. Off 
¢, 8. King st, Norwich 
Frists RICHARD, Higham Ferrers, Northamptonshire, Farmer. Sept 10 at 
11. County Court. Northampton 
Grirrirns, JoHN WATKINS, Brecon, Ironmonger. Sept 7 at 12. Castle Hotel, 
Haxcocx, Wiri11amM OxrprneG, East Dulwich green. Sept 6 at 11. Bankruptcy 
Portugal st, —_— 8 inn fields 
, WILLIAM GrorG lackman st, Southwark, Hop Merchant. Sept 7 at 
12. 88, Carey st. Lincoln’ 8 inn 
Hicers, 8., Leather erchant. Sept6at1i?. 33, Carey st, Lincoln’s inn 
HvuMBLE, JoicEy, Newcastle on e, Rope Manufacturer. Sept 10 ati. Off 
Rec, Pink lane, Newcastle on 2 
Hvxzey, C , Wrexham, Builder. Sept 6 at 8, Wynnstay Arms Hotel, 
Joes, WILLIAM, Rhyl, Grocer. Sept 7 at 3. Off Rec, Crypt chbrs, Chester 
\zc°cN, THomas JosEepu, Percy ter, Lordship lane, East Dulwich, China Dea'er. 
Sat 12. 33, Carey st, Lincoln’s inn 
Mize, W1111aM CArveEr, Great Yarmouth, Tobacconist. Sept 10 at 11.90. Off 
Rec, 8, King st, Norwich 
One, JonN, West Bromwich, Butcher. Sept 19 at 10.30, Court house, Oldbury 
PalL1LakD, ARTHUR, Holborn Viaduct, Mostenl Instrument Importer. Sept 6 at 
12. aa wo bldngs, Lincoln's in 
Pariage, C Dawson, Tokenhouse yd, Gent. Sept 8 at 12. Bankruptcy bldgs, 
coln’s inn fields 
, or Kingston on Be Wool Broker. 
’s inn bdgs. Bowlalle e. Hull 
Wardour st, Soho, Baker. Sept 7 rf ne "panbruptey bdgs, 
tugal st. Lincoln’s inn fields 
Pratt, Isaac. Blyth, Northumberland, Boot Manufacturer. Sept 8 at 2.90. Off 
Rec, Pink lane. Newcastle on 
Qvetcn, WriiuM Henry, Sittin ©, Boot Maker. Sept 8 at 11.30. Off 
Rec, High st, Rochester 
oun, Lianfaes, Brecon, Ironmonger. Sept 7 at 12.54. Castle Hotel, 
Or aeabe Mottin fiottingbem, Grecer. Sept 6 at 12. Off Rec, 1, High pave- 
rome, Aisuze. Nottingham, Baker. Septéatii. Off Rec, 1, High pavement, 
=e. bogey Hampden in Arden, Warwick, Coal Merchant, Sept 9 at 3. 
25, Colmore row, Birmingham 
Bs yt Ton Yetrad, Glamorgan, Boot Maker. Sept 6 at 1%. Court 
house. Pontypriid 
WESTALL, bh ay i pocington, Stonemason. Sept éat3. Commercial Hotel, 
WHEELER, JoHN 3 +— Rhyl, Painter. Sept 9 at 3. Off Rec, Crypt chbrs, 
Bank- 
Lincoln’s inn 
Wr114ms, , Amlwch, Angin, Tailor. Sept & at 11.30. Queen’s Head 
es + , Totnes, Licensed Victualler. Sept @at3. 18, Frankfort 
Wimarie Wri, St Leonard’s ‘on Sea, Engineer. Sept 7 at 12. Bank- 
ruptcy bldgs, Lincoln’s inn 
ADJUDICATIONS. 
, EDWIS, eer tet we Newcastie on Tyne, Tobacconist. Newcastle on Tyne. 
Pet Aug 4. 


a On te 5 BErxos, Kidwell, Carmarthenshire, Grocer. Carmarthen, Pet 
BakTLETT, SaRan p— +x Brighton, Milliner. Brighton. Pet Aug 8. Ord Aug 26 


BEwsox, ee Ons Osgodsby, Yorks, Tbrashing Machine Proprietor. York. Pet 
Buckizr, Jonny, Piemoeth, Boot Maker. East Stonehouse. Pet Aug 2%. Ord 


Aug 
Cantos, Epwis, residence unknown. High Court. Pet May 26. Ord Aug 25 
Ex.er, WessaM, Malton, Yorks, Boot Dealer. Scarborough. PetAug9. Ord 


FisuHERr, JOux, Nottingham, Tailor. Nottingham. Pet Aug?. Ord Aug % 
Frrzcreap, Micnaxzt, Bristol, Coal Dealer. Bristol, Pet Aug 20. Ord Aug 2% 
, RICHARD. Higham ae Northamptonshire, Farmer. Northamp- 
ton. Fet Aus %. Ord A 
Gru, Grorcr Freperics, node st, cree rd, Limehouse, Timber Mer- 
chant. High Court. Pet July 14. 


Ord A 
Tuomas Hewzy, meter in Holderness, Yorks, Machinist. King- | 


ston upon Hull. Pet A Ord Au 
Gauzzx, Joux, Sheffield, Pawn er. Sheftield. Pet Aug 16. Pet Aug2 


Cer Sas E., Em pk géne, Fulham, Gent. High Court. Pet Sept 15 
Brrstey, Crarizs, Clevedon, Butcher. Bristol. Pet Aug 2. Ord Aug % 


Host, Joeian Sertimvs, Leyland, Lancashire, Builder. Bolton. Pet Aug 10. 
Ord Aug 22 








Lxv1, Morris, Leeds, Boot Manufacturer. Leeds. Pet Aug 25. Ord Aug 7 


Lamon, a ~ $1 me Chalford, nr Stroud, Builder. Gloucester, 
om,” toa, apaurpe Jeweller. Birmingham. Pet July 21. 


Sit un Pe t July mn “Ord A 26 - oe 

mingbam. Pet July ug 

PrspER, GEORGE BANKS, “For Aue nr Eirosten upon Hull, Wood # 
Kingston upon Hull. Pet nes. 4. Ord Aug 2% 

a eres Saae, JAMES, ock, Butcher. Hereford. Pet July. 


Poxsnouse, Jom, Charade, ur Cannock, Beerhouse Keeper. Walsall. B 


SANGER, WILLIAM, Mar; gate,” Proprietor ot Steam Roundabouts. Can 
Pet July 12. Ord Aug 25 
Saneest, Sxsaae, Topsham, Devon, Licensed Victualler. Exeter. Pet Ang 
ir 
Scuziy.RosERT, Woolton, nr Liverpool, Bank Manager. Liverpool. Pet Aug 
rom praen wpe Tiel, Siisher Mewthent: ‘Mingsien aes 


0 
SEWARD, THOMAS, 
Pet July 27. 
SHEARD, ei area ke G uda ersfield, Land Agent. Halifax, n 
uddersfield. Pet Aug3. Ord | Aug's, 
SLAPOFFSHI, JOSEPH GusTAVE, Oamden st, rd, Professor ef Music. 
Court. re July 22. “Ord Aug 2% 
Sranton, THOMAS, Nottingham, Grocer. Nottingham. Pet Aug23. Ord to 
Senn, Saran Cheltenham, Dealer in Tricyles. Cheltenbam. Pet July 19. © 
STOKEs, naa Reree, Birchfield, Staffordshire, Jeweller. Birmingham. P 


a ealy 19. 10 Ord Aug 2% 
KES, ALBERT, Nottingham, Baker. Nottingham. Pet Aug2#. Ord Ang 


We See Wells, Lodging house keeper. Tunbridge Well 
waar yoaen FREDERICK, Church, Lancs, Gent. Blackburn. Pet ef 
WHEELER, Joum Rosekrt, Rhyl, Painter. Bangor. Pet Aug 25. Ord Aug & 

Wruis, Wi1114M, Maidenhead, Carman. Windsor. Pet Aug 22. Ond Anal 
ebay 5 Witu1amM, St Leonard’s on Sea, Engineer. Hastings. Pet Aug if 


as 
Wontminarox, 2 my * umaat Bolton, Lancashire, Coal Dealer. Bolton, Pet 


Yarr, THOMAS, Hereford, Confectioner. Hereford. Pet July 2. Ord Aug 


The Mowing cinentes natices ane onttiented for those published in the | 
London Gazette of August 12. 
ADAMS, Hawar CADWALLADER, Shepperton, Esq. Brentford. Pet Aug 4 


Aug 
———- ns OnoROr, Strafford rd, Acton, Florist. Brentford. Pet Aug 3%, 
ADJUDICATION ANNULLED. 


Perrott, Wir11amM THOMAS, PR aes Devon, Clerk in Holy Orders. Exe 1 
Adjud June7. Annul A 











BIRTHS, MARRIAGES, AND DEATHS, 


BIRTHS. 
BICKERSTETH.—August 27, at Hampstead, the wife of Hugh Bickersteth, sa 


tor, of a son. 
FREEMAN.—August 99, at 30, Bassett-road, W., the wife of G. B. 


barrister- at-law, of a son. 
M 1 aaaellinet 28, the wife of Walter H. Wetanmara, barrister. 


PABSONS.— August 25, at agen ae the wife of Herbert Parsons, so 
tor, of a boy. 


a. lp gee 27, at Richmond, Soe ‘John Simpson Rutter, solicitor,# 
year. 





All letters intended for publication in the “ Solicitors’ Journal” muat 
authenticated by the name of the writer. 

Where difficulty is experienced in procuring the Journal with reg 
in the Country, t# is requested that application be made direct to 
Publisher. 
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SCHWEITZER’S COCOATINA. 
Anti-Dyspeptic Cocoa or Chocolate Powder. 


Gearanteed Pure Soluble Cocos of the Finest Quality, | 
with the excess of fat extracted. 
seuny Facu 


pronounce it “the most nutritious, per- 
beverage for Breakfast, Lancheon, or 
pe and invaluable for Invalids and Children.’ 
commended by the entire Medical Press. 
Dont elon sugar, spice, or other admixtare, it suite 
all palates, keeps for years in all climates, and is four 


times the —_ Cf Cocos THICKENED yet WEAKENED 
with starch, Ac 


Made instantancously with boiling water, a tesspoonful 
to a Breakfast ( Dap, costing lens than 6 halfpeany. 


ROBE 


To Box eset 


om Special Terma ty the Bole Proprietor, 
OO nen co 10, Adawe-st., Strand, London, W.C. | 


EDE AND SON, 


BY SPECIAL APPOINTMENT, 


wile nc, Go Corporation foo, be. | 


» and i EesLity cuxaree than such | BOBES FOR QUEEN'S COUNSEL AND BARRISTERS, 
SOLICITORS’ GOWNS. 


saline, eae 
| CORPORATION ROBES, OMIVERSITY AND CLERGY GOWNS 
ESTABLISHED 1600. 
94, CHANCERY LANE LONDON. 


UNTEARABLE LETT 
COPYING BOOKS. 


(HOWARD'S PATENT.) 
1,000 Leaf Book, 5s. 6d. 
500 Leaf Book, 3s. 64. 
English 
THE BEST LETTER COPYING BOOK O 


WODDERSPOON & OO, 
7, BERLE STREET, amp 1, PORTUGAL STH 
LINOOLN’S INN, W.0. 














